THE  REBUILDING   OF  LONDON

after 1670 no references suggest further infringements. The
plan of the patent shows a number of new houses, all of which
lie behind its building line. In two cases before the Fire Court,
all parties accepted that rebuilding could not take place within
the area of the quay.1 The City when leasing some of its own
ground which lay across the line8 specially excepted the section
inside it, and, when allowing a petition for rebuilding, did the
same.3 Most important of all, the wardmote inquest of Queen-
hithe presented someone for, as they believed, infringing the
quay.4 If other wards were doing the same, the quay was being
supported by the ordinary machinery of the City, and was
therefore in no need of special protection by the higher
authorities.

Yet, despite these undoubted successes, the scheme as a
whole was a failure. The great wharf of the patent never came
into being, and the losses occasioned by the prohibition on
buildings and enclosures were never compensated by such
advantages as an open quay could offer. Nor were they com-
pensated from any other source. The unfortunate owners
petitioned in vain for relief. The City, verging on bankruptcy,
with no money to spare, invariably returned the only answer
possible to it. It sympathized with the sufferers, promised to
consider their claims as soon as it could, and pointed out the
wording of the Act. Unsatisfactory to all concerned, this state
of affairs endured for ten years. Then the City moved. In
1 68 1, when claims were being pressed with more than usual
vigour, it agreed that some decision must be reached.5 The
case was submitted to Counsel and opinions obtained on the

1 B.M., Add. MS. 5102, if. 136 et seq., zo$v. Both cases were in 1674.
8 City Lands Committee > Grants Book, V, f. 132. Grant to Mr. Samuel George of the
George Brewhouse at Dowgate Dock.

a Ibid., iv, f. 70, The common house of easement at Queenhithe.
* Guildhall Recs., Ward presentments, 1680.
5 CJj.G. yournal, 1678-82, pp. 151-2.

annexed to the ... patent', and also by the report's note about this area, *And we further
finde the Surveyors papers of the building line to agree with the said Schedule':

, 87, f. 179). FaiEng further evidence, it must, however, be regarded only as an
unproven possibility,
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